
PUl3LIC HEAlUX- 'August U, 1965 
. . 

~ p p a l  ~cbort st ux, a p p e ~ t a .  

-On motion duly mad@, seconded ald umnbmurly carried the following Order 
was entered on August 25, 1965~ 

itst the appea ice a variance from the side y u d  requiremnts of the 
R-5-A Mstr ic t  t o  p e d t  relaoation and second story rear addition t o  the einPfm- 
family .dwelling at  324 - 62nd Street, N.E., l o t  39, rquare 5267, be grsrrted 
for the following reasons: 

(1) Appellant 'a lot, -which is  lactated i n  ths R-54 District, has a frontage 
of 25..feet on 62rd Street ,  a depbh of I40 feet  t o  a 20 foot wide plblic alley 
i n  the rear. 

(2) Appellsntfs dm- i a  a two atorg f m  structum in the front and 
om &om in the rear half. He reqpeets perndsrion t o  add an additional s b r y  
of two room on the rear portion of the lullding, a d  i n  so doing the regulations 
require an 81 wide side yard, where= appeIlant can provida oaly six feet ee that  
the add i t i on .d l l  be on line with the f i r s t  story. There is  a side yard of 
7'9" on the fro& portion of the building. 

C 

(3) The progoeed eacond &ory addition d l  be 18 f e d  in width aad 23 feet  
in depth The addition w i l l  not decrease the adsting d d e  yard and thereis 
-10 rear yard and the bnildfng deer not cbaceed the lot mcupojr mqu-8. 

(4) There um no ob3ection to the granting of th ia  appeal regisbezed at  
the prblic hearingg. 

(5) I n  view of the above findings the h r d  i m  o f  the opinion that  appellant 
baa p r o m  a hardship withfa the proriaione. of Se&lon 82Bcl.U of the Zoa5rq 
Regulrrtiom, and that a denial of the appeal u i l l  reeulti In peaallar aad 
exceptional practiaal diff icult ies t o  or  exceptional and undue hardship upon the 
owner. We are further of the  opinion thatthie rel ief  can be granted without 
substantial detriment t o  the public good and without subrtantisllp impairing the 
bteat, przqoare, and integrity of the mas plsn as w b d i e d  in the aoniag 
mgulations and map. 


